Dr. Randolph Robertson 2/26/94 

Southernjlills tiedical Centex', Radiology 
591 Wallace Road 
Nashville, TK 37211 

Dear Randy, 

In response to your 2/21, wldch I found intei-esting, I tell you a story I'd rather 
you keep to youiT,clf for too reason. One is tiiat the person with whom tliat information 
originates c;m be hurt. The otiier is tJiat I cannot prove it. However, I do believe it. 

Daring tho panel's dGlibGrationj: there was a tins '^hen DJ hoard tliat it was not 
going to conclude as it did. iiy present recollection nay hot be correct on whether all 
the panel then was at I'isher's office, as now believe, but Carl Eardley, who was 
on all the JPK stuff in tho Civil Division after Clark was no longer AG, rushed up 
to Baltimore and wlxippod them or Fisher into line. And then the repott as issued re- 
sulted!. Consistent with tills is the fact on wliich you did not really comment, that in 
saying it confirmed tho Warren ^‘•eport in fact, as I used it in Post Morte m, it refutes 
the Warren Report. 

Ifcfele I do not now recall his title, Eardley 's office, wliich was shared with anp 
other lawyer named Jaffee, was next to the large reception office, on its left from the 
entrance, aid Ruckelshause ' s was next to that reception room on the other side. Or, he 
was office! close to his boss. 



It is not Just on the loo-ation ox the head wound it admits tliat the panel refutes 
the Commission. It also doe;^n its reading of tho chest X-rays, as I noted in that book. 
With elliptical confirmation from -^^umes et al. 

The Clai’k memo also interests me much. So I'll tell you a non-confidential story. 

On a Sunday morning TV tallc show, perhaps Meet the ■‘^ress, Clark was critical of 
Warrison. In it he made a factual error. I OTote him about tliat error. Later, when after 
quite a feu years of stonewalling, I got DJ records I'd requested, they held his paying 
attention to wliat I wrote hira. He asked those around him to check it out. Their clieclcing 
consisted in repeating what the official mythology was as t now recall as they got it 
from the FBI. They never asked me a word about it. 

The copy of the memo you sent me bears no DJ identification. It also was mot included 
in what I got, as it should have been if it was in tliat main file, I presume therefore 



either tlian it wasn't there or as witheld under a POIA exemption, perhaps b5. 

Sanders I take to have been Harold Barefoot Sanders, who I think then headed the 
Criminal Division; Vinson li|eaded ^ivil; and I presume that is Mitchell Rogovin and that 
he was a Vinson asc^istant* In those days all «hito iiouse and DJ letters were routed to 

* 'j 

Vinson for response and when he did respond, it was officiil-mythology boilerplate. I 
sa^not a '.'inglo letter in wliich he took any incoming mail seriously or nade any real 
inquiry. Ho was tlie son of a then Supreme Colrt Justice who had been a southern hack pol. 
and a Congressman. Maybe Sefretary of the Havy later, I'm not now aure. 
















The last numbor in the date is eliminated in xeroxing. I take it to have been 19@6, 

Isaw no single record in all I got frora DJ, w’nich was the Criminal division supposed 

file, reflecting anytliing at all being done in response to Clark’s telling them to 

malce a careful exaniinationo I tliinlc a POIA case for all ouch records would be a good 

idea, ^t you want to nsalie it and I can help you, let me know. I think also that' someone 

should malce a POIA rciiuest for all records, nartmcularly Civil Divisions, on or relating 
-f- i/u'i - jt-lral 'i' 

to tliat panel, Iks cr.aation, wprk, report, jarir’aily reaction to that report. 

You say of tho Horita memo ,’/If this is a true memo.'! It reflects no source. 

Tr 

^^sve you a reason to suspect it inay not be? 

^ -At* , 

i alHoys believed tliat Fisher liedTSid if the Horita memo Cs not real li nontheless 
reflects propei' prodedure and what I believe those doctors would have wanted iJ; they 
• ould not liiive Insisted on it. 

The Holapps to v/hom a copy of Fisher's letter was sent was, when Kleindinest was 
Deputy AG, tne who liandled FOIA requests and correspodence. The regulations then re- 
quired the FOIA requests to be addressed to tho ■'^eputy AG. 

I tliinic tiiat Harylf’M has some kind of information-disclosure law. I think a request 
should be made for all of relevant records of the medical-examiners s office. I do not 
think a ^‘Wylbiider hs to make tlie request but if you t-.vnt to and want me to. I'll join 
you in it. 

Have you considered writing to thh-;institutions for wliich tho doctors worked and a 
asked them for copies of records and whether they laiov; of the existence of any elsewhere? 
If they decile to give you copies tlioy may tell you if the records the existence 

of other records elsewhere. Any refusals are good for the record, ^ thinlc, 

Bruce Bromley was a senior partnei' in an old and major law firm then Cravath, deGers- 

dorff Swaine and Wood. The one in wliich much l.-ier Posner put in a little time in mpn jaT 

work ho lies about. The idea for the panel, ^ccor ding to the man who viro^lj'a^column about 

,/ 

iyhhn he was the intellectual in reridenco in the LBJ VJliite Hous.e, was Jolm P. Roche. So 
you may want to ask the LBJ Library for those records. I do not know if they were sent 
to the Srcliives under th new law. I'd ask the Bibi-ary first. 

If any Icind of coersion could be shown, it could mean something. And I am convin- 
ced that Hardly did pressure then into agrepwith the Commisaion' s Report. 

Roche taught at ■'"randeis University after leaving the LBJ Vfhite House and that is 
when he wrote Inis syndicated column. I do not Icnow where he put his records but Brandeis 
might know. 

That llorits left no records at iJase is consistent, I think-, which this Eardley thing. 

If as y,)u say the report wasc/”afted at DJ then the DJ should liave records you should 
be able to get under i'OIA. 

I liave the feeling tliat you agree with the Humes gang. I do not. I can't imagine 
the j^anel giving a flse reading or accepting fakes, it was ii at |etliEsda that the 







J 






Ircssuro w.-s first applied tmd where tho; first lies were told, /ind /4umes has never 

sjtopped lying, jijs did not, for example, destroy Ms notes. lie destroyed the first 

holograph of the autmpfiy rcpprt and he did tliat i;hen he learned tliat Oswald was dead and 

there v/ouJd be no trial. 'I'liat meant no cross-eica/mination of lun ,iork. I do more 

tracing oi tliit in IILVSR AG hill ! lliab I tiiinlc nov; will be published this September. 

U 

Humes uttered many lies, '^ne is tliat he did not know about the anterior neck wouiad 



tiaving been described as of entrance, iniother is that lie spoke to Perry the second 
time during the day of ll/Pp. Still another is that he told Perry notliing. ^e told 
Perry wlmt the report would say and it worried Perry much, Tliat is why he disappeared 
and asked Clark to hontllc the 11 /2p p.v’ess confernce for liim. Reread Perry on tliis in 
Post Mortem . 

I agree tliat they should liave liad Ebersole participate in the preparation of their 
report but he could not have gatten away with what Humes et al did. See under theiV 
reading of Liio chest X-rays in Posb Mortem .If as a radiologist he would have dhne that 
to his professional reputation. 

I tliink wo should assume tliat heathers did something in response to tliat Clark 
meo and tliat sSich records exist in t^ivil Division files. That may well bo th^ reason 
all indication of it was witlilield from what was belatedly disclosed to me. 

With regard to the Moritz memo and to liis leaving no records at Case, I th-inlr his 
use of the word "literary" pught not be talien literally. There no doubt in my mind 
that if I, a layman, perceived their teo destructions of the official mythology and of 
the autops-^ conclusions, they knew it even better. So they left their refutations in 
and called them confirraatioii. Is tliat "literary"? Ifedical experts do that? While they 
did not know that their report would be used they had to assume that at some point it 
would be in some way. So, they had their asses to cover. 

As I may have suggested before, I thinlc you should make a close examination of the 
frames of the Zapruder film made into slide for the Commission by Life, the originals 
of wliat was published by the Coim.-iission, especiaily of the'’Sra~nine slides that were 
to liave been published and were not simply because the Fhl did not malce prints of them. 

The back of the head is cldarly visible in 534ff and is unblemished, with no blobd visible 
there or on the shirt collar or jacket. Beciiuse they were made from the original I see 
no possibility of that iiaving been faked or substituted for. This sequence is wh^before 
falling over JPE turns toward '^ackie. It is also clear on what might be questioned, clear 
copies from tV shows, 

Xour enclosures convince me that making these POIA r&quests is worthwhile and I 
think they should all ho made at the same time, with no indication or'^ne-of any of 
4h4 other requests. 

The justice JFIC assassination file disclosed to i± me is 129-11. 










